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REMARKS 

[01] It was insightful to see that the claims could be interpreted as 
reading on a home page. Obviously, the Examiner knows this wasn't the 
intended interpretation, but was correct in applying the broadest 
possible reasonable interpretation. Applicants have endeavored to 
amend the claims to preclude them reading on a home page by 
requiring the original and updated versions to be (in effect) on different 
computer systems. Any further suggestions by the Examiner in this 
regard would be welcome. 

[02] Traversal 

[031 Apparently, all claims are rejected for anticipation by U.S. Patent 
Publication 2004/0246946 to Nelson et al., "Nelson" herein. In 
response to these rejections, all claims have been amended (either 
directly or by virtue of dependency), so the outstanding rejections are 
technically moot. To advance prosecution on the merits, the rejections 
are traversed as though they were appUed to the amended claims. 

[04] All claims now require an original version of a document file to 
be located on a computer system and an updated version of the 
document file to be located on a network site not including the 
computer system. Accordingly, the two versions must be on different 
computers (at least when the updated version is first accessed). 

[05] The Office Action asserts that the claims read on an index or 
home page disclosed by Nelson. The original version of the home page 
is what exists when the client accesses it the first time. The updated 
version of the home page is what exists when the client accesses it the 
next time, as home pages are frequently updated. However, the two 
versions of the home page would presumably be located on the same 
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computer, so the "different computer" limitation of the claims is not 
met. 

106] Since Nelson does not disclose that the original and updated 
version of the index file or home page are on different computers 
("computer system" versus "network site not including the computer 
system"), Nelson does not anticipate the invention as defined in the 
claims. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that all claims are 
allowable and allowance of the application in its present form is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted 
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